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believe, somehow, in a double standard of
truth, His followers taught that what is
true in philosophy may be false in theology,
and vice versa: “True for you but not for
me. True for me but not for you."

WAY TO CYNICISM .

If such a system were valld it could lead
to complete cynicism jn our daily affairs.
The initiates, the enlightened, would be
winking at one another and smiling behind
their hands as they passed on the streets.

“We are in the know,” they would be
thinking. “The rest of the world, poor boaobs
are paying, suffering, dying for what they
think is right, but we know better.”

That is why one gets uneasy when one
reads that the press is considered an ally of
the ruling class in every national crisis. It
means that the press is to tell not necessarily
the truth, not what is in the best interests
of the people, but rather what their rulers
want the people to think.

For an example here in the United States:
Instinct, common sense, all our past experi-
ence and education from first grade up,
demonstrate that we can’t afford to be
shovelling out billions of dollars all over
the world. 'The whole giveaway program has
been discredited so often that one gets weary
hearing about it.

Now the press and practically all of our
elected officials know these facts, and yet
they vote the same disastrous program
through each year without batting an eye,
pushing the country closer and closer to
fiscal catastrophe,

There are not two systems of truth. That
much Is certain. But there must be certain
facts that are being withheld from the pub-
lic. It is likely that when a man enters life

he is “briefed” by his party leaders and told,

perhaps, that our whole economy depends
on the Giveaway, that we have to go on
making heavy machinery and trucks even if
only to dump them into the ocean—else
hard times will return. Inflation? That is
the more remote of the two evils: *We can
cross that bridge when we come to it.”

Recently we have been reading a great
deal concerning the Central Intelligence
Agency which, we are calmly told, “fights fire
with fire,” fomenting rebellions, toppling
governments, parachuting agents behind
enemy lines, and operating generally along
the standard lines of a Grggde-B movie. The
complaint, oddly, is not that their methods
are ‘“un-American” or “un-democratic,” but
that they have not been successful.

It is “patriotism” in the CIA—‘'sub-
version” in any other group.

You run into this double standard con-
stantly., Watching “Mein Kampf” on the
screen the other day, I heard the narrator
protest that Franco had conspired against
the “legally elected” governiment of Spain.

Is it evil to plot against a “legally elected”
government? - But Hitler’s government was
at least as ‘“legally elected,” and so was
Mussolint’s. From the context, however, I
Jjudged that the narrator would not appreci-
ate that particular application.

EICHMANN AND KHRUSHCHEV

Agaln: While Eichmann killed only Jews,
Khrushchev killed just as many without
bothering to make any racial distinction.
The one used gas, the other used mass star-
vation. The one is being exhibited to the
world in a glass cage, the other is belng
wined and dined in every capital of the
world. Why? Evil for Eichmann, but not
for Khrushchev?

But the most psainful appearance of this
ambiguity concerns our present war with
Russia. On the front page we are told that
we have just received a terrible humiliation
at the hands of the enemy in Cuba, while
that same enemy is pouring arms into Laos.
President Kennedy called a special meeting
of the Security Council to decide whether
or not our American boys should be sent to
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shed thelr blood in the Southeast, We are
close to war. With whom? With Russia.

At the same time, “a happy throng”
greeted a group of enemy “dancers” at the
Metropolitan Opera House in New York—
the Moiseyev Company: “The lively group
from Moscow won the wild applause of a
large audlence of society, stage and movie
celebrities, in a 815 a seat, mink-and-chin~
chilla atmosphere that almost rivaled the
annual opera opening. The Star Spangled
Banner and the Hammer and Sickle hung
side by side.” -

Also, Rear Adm. S. B. Frankel was
squelched by the Defense Department when
he wanted to give a talk to the people of
Houston questioning the value of negotia-
tions with the enemy.

LOYALTY IN PEACE CORPS

Also, when it was suggested that appli-
cants for the proposed Peace Corps take
an oath of loyalty to our country as one
means of excluding the enemy from mem-
bership, the proposal was voted down.

Also, while Dr. Linus Pauling goes on
propagandizing for enemy objectives, he still
seems to be well thought of, draws big crowds
to his lectures, and continues secure on the
faculty at Caltech.

Then there is always Cyrus Eaton, As
far as I know, he hds not yet been ostra-
cized or thrown out of any of his clubs, de-
spite his seeming preference for the enemy
OVer our own country.

Dr. Robert Oppenheimer admitted giving
aid and comfort to the enemy. He has never
explained this. Yet he is still an honored
member of the Institute for Advanced Stud-
ies at Princeton.

To the best of my knowledge, Owen Latti-
more i8 still teaching at Johns Hopkins in
Baltimore.

Alger Hiss was the subject of a benign
writeup last winter in Esquire, and a man
who swore to Hiss' integrity and good repu-
tation at the {rial enjoys Cabinet rank as
our Ambassador to the United Nations. Mr,
Stevenson has never repudiated his opinion
of Alger Hiss.

In recent weeks, the U.S. Government
has stopped interpreting enemy propa-
ganda mailed from abroad. This moves
at your expense, gentle reader. It goes post-
age free 1In this country—171, tons in 1
week through the San Prancisco post office
alone.

The Government, has stopped fingerprint-
ing aliens because the enemy does not like it.

The Government has lifted the ban on
products of forced lahor, so that now the
enemy stands tc get real profit from his
slave camps.

Apparently, the enemy is regarded as an
enemy only when he actually shoves a gun
into an American belly in Laos, in Katanga,
or in Berlin. ©Otherwise, why, he is an
utterly charming ballet dancer, planist, or
physicist.

St. Thomas would certainly have a hard
time wunderstanding. -

Failure of Atiempted Rebellion in Cuba
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

ar

HON. HOMER E. CAPEHART

OF INDIANA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Thursday, May 11, 1961

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to insert in the
Appendix of the Recorp an editorial en-
titled ‘It Is Our Problem.” which ap-
peared April 21, 1961, in the Indianapolis
Star.

May 11

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

It Is OUR PROBLEM

The Government and the public must face
up to the fact that the smashing of the
attempted rebellion in Cuba is a disaster.
It would be foolish to console ourselves with
explanations of why it might be considered
otherwise.

The much-heralded invasion has been
tried. The rebels could not make it stick.
Much of the anti-Castro leadership inside
Cuba necessarily will have been exposed
during the period of fighting, and has been
or will be destroyged. The mounting of the
next attempt to overthrow Castro will be 10
times as difficult.

Castro has made good his boasts that he
was ready to meet and crush any invasion.
His stock and that of the Communists will
soar throughout Latin America. Anti-
American propagandists have been handed a
windfall. Respect for the United States—
and for U.S. strength—will be the butt of a
new surge of attack.

- ~Another fact to be faced is that the United

States 1s involved. Manpower for the in-
vasion was openly recrunited on U.S. soil.
Self-styled leaders of the rebellion have
moved about U.S. cities openly and un-
hindered. Sympathy with the invaders was
officially expressed in Washington. 1In the
eyes of the whole world, the United States
was at least a partisan, if not a participant,
in this effort. The United States was de-
feated along with the starcrossed patriots
who assaulted the beaches.

The interests of the United States are still
bound up with whatever may be left of this
rebellion, and with what may follow. The
President has declared that the TUnited
States would stand on the Monroe Doctrine
and its obligations to the hemisphere,
and would not tolerate intervention in the
rebellion by the Soviet Union or other out-
side powers.

Well, the Soviet Union, directly and
through other Red powers, has intervened.
The invaders were met with guns and planes
and tanks that came from Communist plants
in Europe and Asla. There are thousands
of European and Chinese Communist tech-
nictans in Cuba.

If the invasion has been smashed and
things become as they were in Cuba, more
arms and more men will be sent to Cuba by
the Communist powers.

‘What will the United States do about it?

If the Nation means to stand on the Mon-
roe Doctrine, there is only one thing to do.
The further arming and supplying of Cuba
from Communist sources must be stopped.
If it takes a blockade to do it, then a block-
ade should be established.

The hard question facing the President
and Congress 1s whether the Communist in-
tervention already accomplished in Cuba
does not require, even now, steps to protegt
American interests and to renew the stand-
ing of the Monroe Doctrine.

Industrial Gains in Hungary

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ABRAHAM J. MULTER

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 11, 1961

Mr. MULTER, Mr, Speaker, the fol-
lowing is the fourth in a series of articles
"by Gaston Coblentz appearing in the
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the Castro forces is a bitter blow to the
Untted States, in sevbral ways.

This country is being blamed for the up-
rising against Castro, and the world appar-
'ently 1ls convinced that U.S. undercover
‘work was involved. Even our allles, un-
‘officially, and in the press, are assuming
‘we had a hand in the revolution.

As long as we are to bear the brunt of
[untavorable world opinion and publicity we
might as well have won the battle. We are
now in the position of having been judged
at least partly. gullty, without having any
gain to show for the loss.

Obvlously, the Russians will make great
propaganda capital out of thelr threats to
us—ic stay out of the Guban revolution—
and our alleged timidity to defy them. And
Castro’s successful defense against an In-

! vasion—which he has been predicting for
| many months—will only strengthen his hold

i on Cuba.

It discourages others who would rebel and
it solidifies his power with some of the pop-
ulation, since defending one's country
against Invaslon is a popular rallying cry,
.even for demagogues and dictators.

It seems, then, that we have suffered a
‘heavy blow in the recent events in Cuba
and it would appear that someone pretty
high up the llne wunderestimated Castro’s
real strength and overestimated that of the
rebels. It would have been far better for
the United States if the revolt had not been
launched until success was certain.

Gallaudet: The World’s Only College for
the Deaf

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. FLORENCE P. DWYER

QF NEW JERSEY ‘
IN THE HOUEE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, May 9, 1961

Mrs. DWYER. Mr. Speaker, since 1957
I have been privileged to serve as a
member of the board of directors, rep-
resenting the House, of Gallaudet Col-
lege, the world’s only college for deaf
students.

I have been greatly impressed during
this period at the sound and steady
growth of the college. Its new buildings,
modern equipment, and growing faculty
and student body testify to the wisdom
of the Congress in helping to support
this uniquely important institution. Un-
der the leadership of President Leonard
M. Eistad, Gallaudet has more than justi-
‘fled the confidence which Congress
placed in the importance of its mission.
* My most recent visit to the college,
Mr. Speaker, took place over the past
weekend when I attended its second an-
nual open house in observance of Better
Hearing Month. :

I wish it had been possible for more
of our colleagues to attend the open
house, to witness the demonstrations ar-
ranged by members of the Hearing and
Speech Center, to see at firsthand the
processes developed to counteract the loss
of hearing and to develop lipreading

" skills and speech proficiency. It was a

source of great encouragement to see
what can be done to overcome the handi-
cap of deafness.
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But the source of Gallaudet’s progress
is not alone in the highly reflned proc-
esses and techniques they have devel-
oped. It soon becomes clear to even the
most casual visitor that the college's out-
standing work is the product, funda-
mentally, of a devoted faculty and an
enthusiastic student body—men and
women, boys and girls who will let
nothing stand in the way of leading full
and productive lives in a time when our
country needs the brains and talents of
all our people. =

In the interests of achieving a greater
awareness of the valuable work being
done by the people of Gallaudet Col-
lege, I include as a part of my remarks
the following United Press International
story which appeared in the April 18
issue of the Newark (N.J.) Evening News.

CoLLEGE For DrAF STUDENTS Is UNIQUE

‘WasHINGTON .~-A short distance from the
U .S. Capitol 15 a unique college where lec-
tures are given simultaneously by voice and
in sign language.

It is Gallaudet College, the only college
for the deaf in the world. There professors
aund instructors must help ideas penetrate
the soundless world of every individual.stu-
dent.

In the classroom a professor speaks clearly
and distinctly, just as though his students
hpd normal hearing. At the same time, he
moves his hands rapidly, using a combina-
tion of sign language and the manual alpha-
bet. This is known as the simultaneous
method. The student is able to read the
professor’s lips as he ls speaking, yet this
alone is an inaccurate method of compre-
hension. What the student misses by lip-
reading he 1: able to understand by watch-
ing the professor’s hands spell the words or
by his use of sign language.

VUSES FLASHING LIGHT

To attract student’s attention, a professor
uses a flashing white light. Nearly every
room has two lights high on a wall, .A flash-
ing red light denotes danger. Deaf people
are so sensilive to light that a flashing red
light will awaken them from a sound sleep.

Gallaudet College is an accredited college
operating as a private corporation, but it re-
ceives 70 percent of its operating funds from
the U.8. Government through the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare.
The remaining funds come from tuition anad
grants.

Students are drawn from all over the world.,
Indla, Korea, Canada, England, Hong Kong,
Talwan, an:d Vietnam are represented in the
current student body, along with 47 U.S.
States. Its modern buildings rest on a lush
green campus. A.varied program of in-
struction and an abundance of undergrad-
uate activities are offered as in other colleges.

PLENTY OF ROOM

It has 391 students, the highest enrollment
to date. Tune college has facilities to accom-
modate 1,600 students. ’

Amos Kendall, a member of Andrew Jack-
son’s “‘kitchen cabinet” and later Postmaster
General under Martin Van Buren, was re-
sponsible for its start. In 1857 Kendall
found hlmself caring for handicapped chil-
dren abandoned in the sireets of Washing-
ton. At his farm 2 miles from the Capitol,
he founded the Kendall School for the Deaf.
He contributed & house and land, guaranteed
the teachers’ salaries, and later built a
schoolhouse. He appointed Edward Minor
Gallaudet to head the institution.

Seven years later, in 1864, Abraham Lin-
coln signed a special act establishing Gallau-
det College as an Institution with power to
grant academlc degrees.

- A3349

Today students eagerly pursue courses in
science, nmathematics, social studies, romance
Jlanguages and the humanitles.

Participation In sports i1s compulsory for
every studerd.

The college has an ultra-modern gymnas-
lum ang an Olympic-size swimming pool.
Many students and faculty alike are looking
forward to the ninth International Olympic
Games for the Deaf which will be held in
Helsinki, Flaland, next August.

In the snack bar-and lounge students
gather fo relax. They may be discussing
their fraternities and sororities or a dance
to be held on campus. The students enjoy
dancing. They feel the vibrations of the
music through the wooden floors.

Qb=

“Right or Wrong,” by Father Ginder

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

. OF
HON. PAUL B. DAGUE
H OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, May 11, 1961
Mr. DAGUE. Mr. Speaker, when the
National Catholic Action Weekly Our
Sunday Visitor first began coming to my
office I, s a Protestant, gave it scant

~attention since I do not like to be prose-

lytizedl any more than I think others
like to be indoctrinated with my views.

In a cesual reading of a recent issue,
however, I chanced upon the column by
Rev. Richard Ginder and since that time
I have looked forward with increasing
interest w0 his weekly articles. Father
Ginder takes them all on—regardless of
station or creed—and what I especially
like is his utter indifference to the polit-
ical complexion of the subject at hand.
It should also be noted that most of his
discussions are on secular matters and I
have nol yet found in his writings any-
thing that has rufiled my religious sensi-
bilitiss, ¢ven siightly.

His column in the current issue of this
weekly is entitled “Double Standard in
Our Modern World,” and is commended
to the altention of everyone who believes
that we cannot have it both ways—that
we cannot fight communism in Cuba and
then take it to our bosom in the Metro-
politan Opera House.

RIGHT o1t WRONG—DOUBLE STANDARD IN OUR
MoperN WORLD
(By Father Ginder)

It is interesting to read in the current
issue of Holiday that “when major decisions
affecting Britain’s hational life have to be
taken,” the answer is provided by a trium-
viraie: the Archbishop of Canterbury, the
Prime Minister, and the editor of the Times.
It is this third person who interests me for
it ¢learly shows that there must be two
aspects to each problem.

First: “How shall we handle it?”

Second: “What shall we tell the people?”

Indeed, as one ponders the news of the
day, the mind goes back uneaslly to the
subtle crror of Averroes in the 12th century
which so horrified St. Thomas Aquinas that
he.concentrated all of his massive genius in
on¢ mighty effort to crush it forever. But
is it staging a comeback?

Averroes, a Muslim, was a brilliant student
of Arigtotle. But his thinking led him to

i
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There being no objection, the tran-
seript was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

WORDS AND SURVIVAL

(Transcript of “A Way of Thinking,” with
Dr. Albert Burke, Sunday, May 7, 1961)
Ling Chen, Chinese fisherman, about to

make headlines around the world one night

early in 1955. He’s lost, and while trylng to
find his way home, paddles his sampan into

a restricted defense area just off the Chinese

Natlonsalist island of Matsu. The sentries

on Matsu see him, and they fire a few warn-

ing shots over his head to get him out of
there. He gets out—fast: and leaves behind

a problem. This problem, here in the head-

lines which told about that incident the next

morning. ‘An American Army observer on

Matsu saw that incident that night involv-

ing a Chinese sampan—but the next morn-

ing you read about a fleet of Chinese Com-
munist war junks, carrying many men, sall-
ing to Mats'1 in an invasion attempt. Those

few  warning shots are reported here as a

night-long battle, during which the invasion

was turned back, after the loss of many

Communist ships and men.

What you read, and heard, in the news
that morning was not frue. What you read
and heard that morning was managed
news—deadly stuff, as we will get into this
tonight—on a way of thinking about
“Words and Survival.”

A very important night in American his-
tory. The President of the United States
gpeaks to the Nation in a special telecast
to explain where we stand as a science
power in the race for space with the Soviet
Union. A month earlier, the U.S.S.R. had
placed Sputnik I into orbit around . the earth,
taking man’s first step into space. The Na-
tion hadn’t been prepared for this Soviet
accomplishment, and it was troubled. How
far behind Russia were we—if we were?
What were we doing to catch up?

Mr. Eisenhower briefed the Natlon about
what had been done—what was being done—
what would be done. It was a reassuring
talk, and at no point was 1t more reassur-
ing than when the President pointed to a
kind of pyramid-shaped object several feet
tall near his desk, and announced that it
was & nose cone which had been recovered
from a long-range missile which had come
back to the earth’s surface after traveling
hundreds of miles into outer space, ‘“Here
it is,” Mr. Eisenhower sald, “completely un-
bharmed. Intact. Our scientists and en-
gineers have solved that problem.”

That announcement made quite a few of
the world’'s headlines, in a particularly im-
portant way. Because it meant that Amer-
ica’s space sclence and technology had made
sbout as Important a step toward man's
eventual exploration of space, as Soviet
sclence and technology had done in sending
Sputnik T into orbit. That announcement
meant that we were not far behind the
Russlans. We were simply working on an-
other part of a big problem. There, in that
nose cone next to the President was proof.
We had solved the reentry problem. The
U.8.8.R. may have been first in putting a
satellite in space, but we were first in bring-
ing an object back from space. Now a man
could be brought back one day from space.
All this was quite clear In Mr. Eisenhower’s
special telecast that night in November 1957.
Few of the Nation’s press failed to carry
that story—the part of it about the nose
cone, at least. The President’s facts had
been given to him by the Defense Depart-
ment. It was a good thing to hear. It
made everybody feel much better about
where we stood in the race for space with
a Communist Russia. There was only one
thing wrong with that announcement,
though. It wasn't true. It was “managed
news"’—deadly stuff to any free people con-
cerned about staying a free people,

Mr. Eisenhower did not manage that news
about the nose cone in that special telecast.
He was as much the victim of news that’s
only partly true as you or L. The fact about
that nose cone was that it had come back
from outer space into the earth’s atmosphere
at a speed slower than would have been
necessary for what's called an operational
long-range missile. At that lower speed, the
re-entry problem had not been solved. 1t
has heen solved since then. It was not
solved at the time of that telecast. You
were not given the facts. Which touches
the heart of the problem Mr. Kennedy
pointed up in several important speeches

—~during the month of April 1961 The gist
of his remarks was: ““The more I get to know
the facts, the more I am convinced that we
face the hour of maximum danger in our
history—-the problem. of the survival of our
way of life—not sp much becouse of what
the Communists are doing tp win the future,
but because of what we are not willing to
do.” This is strong talk and if leads to &
strong guestion: the one pointed up in this
pamphlet put out by the Hpuse Subcommit-
tee on Government Information. According
to testimony given before this committee,
there are now ore than a million Ameri-
cans in Government who have the right to
use this stamp—to keep you from knowing
the facts that make this hour what Presi-
dent Kennedy has called America’s hour of
maximum danger. ‘Fhese are not just facts
about how to bulld a hydrogen bomb, or
missile guldance systems, oOr where our
ICBM sites are—not just operational facts
which no sensible American would want to
know about, or would expect to know about,
for obvious security reasons. This stamp is
used to keep you from knowing about non-
operational things, which have nothing to
do with security—from statistics about
peanut production to information about the
States over which migratory birds fly every
year. From the kind of furniture we put
into our military transport planes, to the
names of farmers paid not to grow certain
foods under one or another agricultural
program.

The question pointed up by this pamphlet
is: Is it possible that managed news—in
which Americans are given only such facts
as certain people, or agencies in and out of
Government decide they should know—Iis it
possible that managed news can’t pass on to
the average American cltizen the sense of
urgency, the sense of danger to our way of
life, which leaders in Government from Mr.
Kennedy on down know? Can it be that
what a free people, in a free soclety, do not
know, can hurt them—and the Nation?

This has been an impertant question be-
fore the Nation, almost from the start, as for
example, Thomas Jefferson was concerned
about when he asked this man, Phillp Fre-
neau, to come to Philadelphla back in 1791,
Phillip Freneau played an enormously impor-
tant but little known part in American his-
tory. The part of a critie, through his news-
paper, which was called the National Gazette.
Jefferson asked Freneau to set up shop in
Philadelphia, which was the Nation’s Capital
at the time, because the young Republic
wasn't going well. There were strong pres-
sures in the then United States to have the
Republic changed over into a monarchy.
Those pressures were particularly strong In
Philadelphia, where they were backed by
a Federalist newspaper. Freneau was this
Nation's first opposition editor. IHe proved
Jefferson’s faith that in a free market of
ideas, through the competition of ideas, lay
the best safeguard for that days’ Republic.
Freneau's criticlsm of that day, according to
Jefferson saved the Republic. He showed
what power a critical press could have in
public affairs.

Now, the important thing about that his-
torical incident involving Freneau back in
1791 is that word criticlsm. Because thab
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word played a very important part in saving
this democratic republic at other, earlier
hours of maximum danger in our history,
when it had a different meaning than it has
today. Right at the heart of today’'s hour
of maximum danger for this Nation is the
fact that the word “criticize” has practically
become a dirty word. To criticize 1s to
condemn, for people who do not know what
any good dictionary will point out—that
the word has two meanings: the more im-
portant of which is to evaluate with knowl-
edge. To judge, with knowledge. To review,
with knowledge. To gquestion, with knowl-
edge. To get at the facts, to get at the truth.
Although a kind of American history too
many of today’s Americans have never learn-
ed, the Philip Freneaus and our free press
nave criticlzed their way through our hours
of maximum danger through wars, national
scandals, llke Teapot Dome, corruption—
from the Boss Tweeds to the Hoffas—to get
a better democratic product. There has been
no more important word in the history of
this Nation. There is no more neglected,
unused word in the Nation today.

As it was neglected and unused in that
nose cone incident back in 1957, and in this
growing problem of managed news in Gov-
ernment right now—by that very special
group of Americans with a very special 1-
cense to exercise a very special responsibil-
ity: the license of the first amendment to
safeguard the Republic, by that speclal
group, the press. How many members of the
press know enough about the new science
of rockets and missiles to realize there was
something not guite right about the De-
fense Department’s managed news about a
solved re-entry problem back in 1857. How
many are prepared now to evaluate with
knowledge the kind of news that's glven
out about our space program: about our
place in the world as a science power? How
many jourhalists, editors and publishers un-
derstand and believe what James Madison
said when he welcomed Philip Freneau to
Philadelphia as an opposition editor back in
1791, “that a popular government, without
popular information or the means to get 1t,
is but a prologue to a farce, a tragedy, or
both.” How many journalists editors and
publishers, particularly those in the 20
States of this country where not a single
city or town has an opposition paper, how
many know that President Madlson's words
were never truer, than they are right now ?
For reasons we will tackle after a short
break. )

A very few Americans, perhaps numbered
in dozens, knew that just outside the Man-
churian village of Wan-Pao-Shan the pro-
log to a tragedy was written the morning
of June 27, 1031, The prolog began when
on that morning, a man named Nakamura—
Captain Nakamura of the Imperial Japanese
Army—was shot and killed by a Chinese
soldier. That shot wasn’t important enough
to be mentioned in this Nation’s press, that
day in 1931. But by 1941 it was very much
in our news. Ten years later, because of
what had happened to & man there Amerl-
cans didn’t know, in a place they had never
heard of—their lives were disrupted. And
their world changed permanently. That
bullet fired in 1931 touched off- the Chinese-
Japanese war, which led directly to Pearl
Harbor. The line of history from a Japa-
nese Army officer killed in 1931, to 390,000
Americans killed during World War II, was
a direct line. This wasn't clear to us before
Pearl Harbor. There was every reason to
think it would be after World. War IL

There was, until something happened
again over in China, which made very clear
that the lesson starting with Nakemura and
running through to World War II, hadn’t
been learned too well. It happened during
what history books now used In Europe
describe as the second 10 days that shodk the
world. What happened was this—on a side
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Television in its young life has had many
hours of greatness—its Victory at Sea, its
Army-McCarthy hearings, its Peter Pan, its
Kraft Theaters, its See It Now, its Project
20, the World Series, its political conventions
and campalgns, the Great Debates—and it
has had its endless hours of mediocrity and
its moments of public disgrace. There are
estlmates that today the average viewer
spends about 200 minutes dally with televi-
slon, while the average reader spends 88
minates with magazines and 40 minutes with
newspapers. Television has grown faster
than a teen-ager, and now it is time to grow
up.

What you gentlemen broadcast through
the people’s alr affects the people’s taste,
their knowledge, their opinions, their under-
standing of themselves and of their world.
And their future.

The power of Instantaneous sight and
sound Is without precedent in mankind’s
history. This is an awesome power. It has
limitless capabilities for good—and for evil.
And it carries with it awesome responsibili-
ties, responsibilities which you and I cannot
escape.

In his stirring inaugural address our Presi-
dent said, “And so, my fellow Americans, ask
not what your country can do for you—ask
what you can do for your country.”

Ladies and gentlemen, ask not what broad-
casting can do for you, Ask what you can do
for broadcasting.

1 urge you to put the people's airwaves to
the service of the people and the cause of
freedom. You must help prepare a genera-
tlon for great decisions. You must help a
great Nation fulflll its future.

Do this, and I pledge you our help.

Aot

RIGHT NOT TO BE LIED TO

Mr. PROXMIRE. Madam President,
yesterday the New York Times ecarried
‘two eloquent expositions on the neces-
sity for governmental frankness and
honesty in dealing with the press in our
democracy.

One was a fine editorial, the other an
article by the Times head of its Wash-
ington bureau, Mr. James Reston. I ask
unanimous consent that both these items
be printed in the Recorp at this point.

There being no objection, the edi-
torial and article were ordered to be
printed in the REcorD, as follows:

[From, the New York Times, Meay 10, 1961]
THe Ricur Nor To Be Liep To

The Cuban tragedy has raised a domestic
Question that is likely to come up again and
again until it is solved. The cause may be
something that is happening in ILaos, in
central Africa or in Latin Americs, but the
question remalins the same:; 1s & democratic
government in an open soclety such as ours
ever justified in decelving its own people?

In. this period of cold war, with its night-
mares of hot war just around the corner,
there must be secrets kept from the Amer-
ican public in order to preserve them from
our sadversaries. The Central Intelligence
Agency 1s specifically authorized to ‘‘corre-
late and evaluate intelligence relating to the
national security and provide for the appro-
priate dissemination of such Intelligence
within the Government.” The existence of
the cold war implies secret operations on our
side In self-defense against the normal sub-
verslve operations of the other side that can-
not be revealed, nor would the responsible
American press want to reveal them.

But the Government has a duty also.
Neither prudence nor ethics can Justify any
administration in telling the publie things
that are not so. A year ago this month,
when an American plane was shot down over
Russlia, the State Department sald that

“there was no deliberate atlempt to violate
Soviet space and there never has been.”
This wasn’t t*ue. Yt was not even usefully
untrue, for the Russians already held the
pilot, Francis Gary Powers, and had secured
& confession from him,

The recent Cuban espisode has not been
s0 clear. As has been reported in this and
other newspapers, there 1s no doubt that
men were recrulted in this country for the
projected attack on Cuba., The fact was well
knqwn in and around Miami prior to the
attack and could not be kept secret from
Castro’s own spies.

What some leaders of our Government
stated in this regard did not square with the
facts. If they could not reveal the facts,
they would have done better to remain
silent. A democracy—our democracy—can-
not be lied to. 'This is one of the factors that
make it more precious, more delicate, more
difficult and yet essentially stronger than any
other form of government in the world.

The basic principle involved i1s that of
confidence. A dictatorship can get along
without an informed public opinion. A de-
mocracy cannot. Not only is it unethical to
deceive one's own public as part of a
system of decelving an adversary govern-
ment; it is also foolish. Our executive of-
ficers and our national legislators are elect-
ed on stated days, but actually they must be
reelected day By day by popular under-
standing and support.

This is what is signified by a government
by consent.

[From the New York Times, May 10, 1961]

THE PRESIDENT AND THE PrEss-—THE OLD
DirEMMA N
(By James Reston)

WasHINGTON, May 9—When President
Kennedy invited the newspaper editors and
publishers to the White House today his
concern was precisely the same as George
Washington’s complaint against the press
188 years ago this month.

“It is much to be wished,” General Wash-
ington wrote to the President of the Congress
in May of 1777, “that our printers were
more discrest in many of their publications.
We see in almost every paper * * * gg.
counts fransmitted to the enemy of an
injurious nature.”

The need for discretion is obviously greater
today. President Kennedy is engaged in an
underground war all over the world, Most
of his moves are publicized while his ene-
mies’ moves are concealed, The American
press has a publish and be damned tradi-
tion, highly skeptical of Government power,
especially concealed power, and unlike the
British press it does not have to worry abouf;
a sever libel law or an official secrets act,

THE DISADVANTAGES

Accordingly, the TUnited States clearly
operates this kind of dirty-tricks war at &
disadvantage, and when things are going
badly, as they now are, it is easy to get the
whole thing out of perspective,

The Cubzn flasco illustrates the point.
This whole operation was not only planned,
financed and armed by the Central Intelli-
gence Agency, a branch of the Federal Gov-
ernment, but CIA officials imprisoned the
Cuban refugee leaders during the landings
and put out misleading information in their
name,

When the landings started, American re-
porters 1n Miami were told that this was
an invasion of around 5,000 men—this for
the purpose of creating the impression
among the Cuban people that they should
rise up to support a sizable invasion force.

When the landing, not of 5,000 but of
around 1,000 men, began to get in trouble,
however, officials here in Washington put
out the story—thls time to minimize the de-
feat in the minds of the American people—
that there was no invasion at all, but merely
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& landing of some 200-400 men to deliver
supplies to anti-Castro guerrillas already
in Cuba.

Hoth times the press was debased for the
CGoyernment’s purpose. Both times the Cas-
tro’ government and its Soviet advisers knew
fromn thelr own agents in the anti-Castro
refugee camps and from thelr own observa-
tion on the beaches that these pronounce-
ments were false and silly. And both times
the American people were the only ones to be
fooled.

It is therefore one thing to ask the press
not to publish information about specific
landings or weapons, and another to en-
courage the press to publish information
known Sy the Government to be falge.

qmciz,]s here not only encouraged the pub-
lication of false information on the Cuban
exercise but resented publication of the fact
that the CIA actually imprisoned Cuban
refugees because the latter didn’t like the
way the CIA was running the show.

: A POOR EXAMPLE

It is v nfortunate, in a way, that President
Kennedy chose to ralse this problem of g
free pre:s in a cold war Ilmmediately after the
Cuban opisode. For while it is a serlous
geng¢ral problem, Cuba is a poor example,
The, trovble with the press during the Cuban
crisls was not that 1t sald too much, but
that it said too lttle. It knew what was g0~
ing on ahead of the landing. It knew that
the U.S. Government wasg bresking its treaty
commitnients and placing the reputation of
the Wnited States in the hands of a poorly
trained and squabbling band of refugees,

This same press roared with indignation
when Britain and France broke thelr treaty
commitments to invade Suez, but it had very
little to say about the morality, legality or
practicality of the Cuban adventure when
there was still time to stop it,

If the press had used its freedom during
this period to protest, it might have been in-
fluential even in the White House, where, in-
stead, it was being encouraged to put out
false Information and was actually putting
it ous.

Na doubt the press does have to learn
greater restraint than in the days when the
United States was an isolated country, but
the (iovernment has to do the same, For
the trutk. that makes men free is very often
the trutl: they do not like to hear and also
the truth that the Government does not like
to se¢ published either.

Mt. MORSE. Mr. President, I desire
to announce that I associate myself with
the gentiments expressed in the editorial
from the New York Times just bresented
for prinling in the Recorp by the junior
Senafor ‘rom Wisconsin [Mr. PROXMIRE].

DR. ‘ ALBERT BURKE'S ELOQUENT
PLEA FOL IMPROVED PUBLIC
INFORMATION

My, PROXMIRE. Madam President,
Dr. Albert Burke has rapidly become one
of the mast profound and eloquent eom-
mentators on the American scene. Dr.
Burke’s programs appear Sunday nights
on a nuraber of television stations. He
is the former dean of graduate studies
at Yale University.

His broadeast last Sunday was one of
the fines!; expositions I have seen of the
importance at this stage of history of a
more; honestly and fully informed Ameri-
can public.

I ask unanimous consent that the
script o Dr. Burke’s broadcast be
printed in the RECORD at this point.
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